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opposition acting with the single object of damaging the
parliamentary system of government, and that by obstruc-
tion. Opposition conducted under such conditions could
not be directed to the legitimate end of eventually bringing
those who engaged in it into the position of a Government
or indeed to any positive end, so far as the House was con-
cerned. Mr. Brand; therefore, defined obstruction precisely
as the abuse of the privilege of the freedom of debate for the
purpose of defeating the will of Parliament.

The Speaker left the committee in no doubt that existing
parliamentary rules gave no sufficient protection against this
mischief. Referring to his declaration that obstruction might
be punished as a " contempt" under the traditional pro-
cedure, he repeated his statement, but pointed out that under
present circumstances the remedy it indicated was entirely
inadequate. For in each case of the kind recourse would
have to be had to a complicated system of machinery,
namely, the bringing forward of a substantive motion for
the suspension of the offending member, on which debate
and amendments would be in order. This would only be
giving fresh material for obstruction.1 New expedients were
indispensable.

Two draft resolutions were laid before the committee as
alternatives; one gave the Speaker and the Chairman uncon-
ditional authority to silence a member after repeated calls
to order ; the other required a division of the House. The
Speaker considered either acceptable, provided only, in the
latter case, that debate and amendment were forbidden. To
all fears which were expressed in Radical quarters, Mr. Brand
opposed his conviction that no Speaker would ever enforce
such a standing order unless he knew that he had behind
him the whole House, or at all events an overwhelming
majority. For this reason he considered a division super-
fluous. This new power ought to be at the disposal of the
Chairman as well as of the Speaker. Mr. Brand wished
further that the standing order should be expressly extended

1 In this very session (1878) occurred the leading case on the applica-
tion of the ancient parliamentary discipline, that of the Irish member
Major O'Gorman.